LIBERTY

fortunately not only is man not good without institu-
tions, he is not evil either. He is no man at all; he is
neither good nor evil; he is an unconscious brute.
Russell's idea of liberty is die unphilosophical idea of
bestiality. Narkover School is not such a bad illustration
of Russell's liberty after all. The man alone, uncon-
strained, answerable only to his instincts, is Russell's
free man. Thus all man's painful progress from the
beasts is held to be useless. All men's work and sweat
and revolutions have been away from freedom. If this
is true, and -if a man believes, as most of us do, as
Russell does, that freedom is the essential goal of human
effort, then civilisation should be abandoned and we
should return to the woods. I am a Communist because
I believe an freedom. I criticise Russell, and Wells, and
E. M. Forster, because I believe they are the champions
of unfreedom.
But this is going too far, it will be said. How can these
men, who have defended freedom of thought, action,
and morality, be champions of unfreedom ? Let us pro-
ceed with our analysis and we shall see why.
Society is a creation by which man attains a fuller
measure of freedom than the beasts. It is society and
society alone, that differentiates man qualitatively from
the beasts. The essential feature of society is economic
production. Man, the individual, cannot do what he
wants alone. He is unfree alone. Therefore he attains
freedom by co-operation with his fellows. Science, by
which he becomes conscious of outer reality, is social.
Art, by which he becomes conscious of his feelings, is
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